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The Caribbean Sea marine ecosystem is the second largest sea in the world covering an area 
o f approximately 2,648,000 km2. It is regarded as a fragile marine area shared by several countries 
that depend on the use o f its resources for their economic, social, cultural, climatic, aesthetic, and 
environmental benefits. The Dutch, Hispanic, Francophone and Anglophone presence as well as the 
United States interests contribute to the diversity o f the region. The Caribbean Sea has been 
described as a threatened ecosystem that is governed by conservation measures promulgated by the 
Cartagena Convention and the United Nations Convention on the Law o f the Sea. However a 
regional approach to its management has not yet been realised.
The Caribbean Sea Commission (CSC) has been mandated by Annex I o f the Association of 
Caribbean States (ACS) Ministerial Agreement 14/07 to prepare a work programme. The Economic 
Commission for Latin America and the Caribbean (ECLAC, as a permanent member o f the 
Commission and at the request of the ACS, adopted a participatory approach in preparing a proposed 
work programme through consultations with stakeholders as well as through research o f the relevant 
literature. It is proposed that the work programme, in addressing gaps in existing initiatives, focus 
on activities in the areas o f governance; scientific research and data collection; monitoring, 
evaluation and reporting; capacity-building, sharing o f knowledge and experience and; financing 
strategies.
More specifically, the need for a regional policy for management o f the resources o f the 
Caribbean Sea has been articulated and strengthening o f legal and institutional frameworks to 
facilitate a regional and integrated approach to management has been suggested given the absence of 
a mechanism for delimitation o f boundaries. Collaboration with existing initiatives, such as the 
Caribbean Sea Ecosystem Assessment and the Caribbean Large Marine Ecosystem Initiative as well 
as the United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP) programme on Assessment and 
M anagement o f Environmental Pollution is also suggested in order to create synergies for greater 
impact and to efficiently use resources. The importance o f a harmonised approach to research is 
deemed necessary, complete with the ongoing monitoring and evaluation o f initiatives. O f utmost 
importance is the realisation o f financing strategies to support the work o f the Commission. The 
promotion o f south-south cooperation in sharing o f information and in capacity-building is also 
critical to enhancing a programme to address sustainability o f the Caribbean Sea. Finally, support of 
stakeholders is considered critical to the success o f any work programme for the Caribbean Sea and 
in this regard, the opportunity for participation by users o f the resources in the decision-making at 
the policy level is recommended. It is also recommended that the work programme be pursued on a 
phased basis.
1. Introduction
The Caribbean Sea marine ecosystem is the second largest sea in the world covering an area 
o f approximately 2,648,000 km2 and is included among the large marginal seas and bays on the 
western side o f the Atlantic Ocean. W ith some 75 per cent o f its circumference separated from the 
open ocean by either continental or insular land masses, the Caribbean Sea provides an excellent 
example o f a semi-enclosed sea. It is regarded as a fragile and complex marine area shared by 
several countries o f varying population size, physical mass and stages of economic development and 
upon which some 40 countries1 inclusive o f States and territories depend for their economic, social, 
cultural, climatic, aesthetic, and environmental benefits. These countries also comprise legal 
archipelagos within the context o f the United Nations Convention on the Law o f the Sea (UNCLOS 
1982), as well as littoral States and territories that are separated by straits used for international 
navigation.
The coastal States constitute a political, cultural and linguistic mosaic (Dutch, Hispanic, 
Francophone and Anglophone, including United States sectors o f the Caribbean). There are colonies 
(British Virgin Islands and Montserrat); an associated State (Puerto Rico); Overseas Departments of 
France (Guadeloupe, Martinique); and the Netherlands Antilles (Dutch). Closely linked to this is the 
presence o f metropolitan powers in the subregion, in addition to the Venezuelan presence in relation 
to Aves Island. There is no documented history o f cooperation among the Caribbean Sea coastal 
States, notwithstanding the existence o f the Convention for the Protection and Development o f the 
Marine Environment o f the W ider Caribbean (Cartagena Convention; ECLAC 2003) that promotes 
such integration.
The Caribbean Sea has been critically assessed and ranked by expert consensus as having the 
highest priority for conservation o f any marine eco-region in Latin America and the Caribbean 
(Sullivan-Sealy and Bustamante 1999). The living and non-living resources form the basis of 
development strategies and activities o f coastal countries from which many o f the millions o f its 
inhabitants sustain their livelihoods. However, owing to unsustained use o f the resources as well as 
the impacts o f natural disasters, this ecosystem is threatened, challenging the sustainability o f its 
development and compromising livelihoods.
UNCLOS and the Cartagena Convention address conservation o f the coastal and marine 
environment o f the Caribbean but, unfortunately, do not place emphasis on a regional, integrated 
approach to management nor on the necessary institutional arrangements to support the relevant 
conventions and agreements. Furthermore, UNCLOS places large marine spaces under the 
jurisdiction o f coastal States so that the countries o f the Greater Caribbean, the majority o f which 
comprises Small Island Developing States (SIDS), have authority over maritime spaces in some 
cases larger than their land areas. These SIDS lack the financial, human and institutional resources 
to safeguard their rights and fulfill their obligations over this large space while utilizing its resources 
in a sustainable manner. Additionally, public awareness o f the value, yet fragility o f the ecosystem
1 Antigua and Barbuda, The Bahamas, Barbados, Belize, Colombia, Costa Rica, Cuba, Dominica, Dominican Republic, El Salvador, Grenada,
Guatemala, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Jamaica, Mexico, Nicaragua, Panama, St. Kitts and Nevis, St. Lucia, St. Vincent and the Grenadines, Suriname, 
Trinidad and Tobago, Venezuela, Aruba, Netherlands Antilles, Martinique, Guadeloupe, French Guiana, Turks and Caicos Islands, Anguilla, Bermuda, 
Cayman Islands, Puerto Rico, UK and US Virgin Islands, St. Maarten/St. Martin, Montserrat
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and the need to strengthen capacity to cooperate in sustainable management o f the sea and its 
resources need to be addressed. More importantly, the exercise o f political will by member States 
would serve to greatly enhance the sustainable management o f the Sea.
Given the challenges facing these coastal territories, the Caribbean Ministerial M eeting on the 
SIDSPOA, held in Barbados from 10-14 November 1997 formulated a proposal for international 
recognition o f the Caribbean Sea as a “S p e c ia l  A r e a ” in the context o f sustainable development. 
This became known as the Caribbean Sea Initiative (CSI) that served to develop a framework for 
cooperation towards effective management o f the Caribbean Sea. Despite several attempts, the 
countries have not yet achieved a resolution from the United Nations General Assembly towards 
such recognition. Achievement o f this resolution would indeed enhance cooperation towards 
sustainable management o f the resources o f the Caribbean Sea.
In 2006, further to establishing the CSI, the Ministerial Council o f the ACS established the 
Follow-up Committee to the CSI giving it an intergovernmental and multidisciplinary character. 
This enabled the United Nations General Assembly to adopt a resolution endorsing the work o f the 
ACS. This Committee prepared the Statutes and Rules o f Procedure o f a CSC2. Annex I of 
Agreement 14/07 o f the ACS Ministerial Council (Appendix I) gives the mandate to the CSC to do 
strategic planning and technical follow-up work for the advancement o f the CSI. Additionally, Rule 
3 o f the M atrix o f the Operating Statute and Rules o f Procedure o f the CSC (Appendix II) detailed 
that the CSC should cooperate with member States in the areas o f marine science, resources, law, 
policy and management, tourism, marine transport and other fields relevant to cooperation in marine 
affairs. The Ministerial Council requested the Commission to present the work programme for the 
CSC at its next intersessional meeting in July 2007.
Preparation o f this work programme is in response to a request made to ECLAC by the ACS 
ministers. This request neither specifies prioritisation o f activities nor indicates a specific time 
period for conduct and achievement o f outputs. This report therefore describes the methodology 
employed in drafting a proposed work programme for the CSC, an overview o f the operational 
framework that governs use o f the Caribbean Sea and presents a range o f work programme options 
under main thematic areas, complete with indicators and outputs, for consideration by the 
Commission with a view to selection o f priorities within agreed time frames. The conduct o f a 
“sound scientific and technical assessment o f the present condition o f the Sea as an ecosystem” as 
mandated by Agreement 14/07 o f the ACS Ministerial Council has not been addressed in this report 
since this would necessitate a more comprehensive scope o f work than can be accomplished in this 
limited manner. In this regard, the assessments that have been conducted under the Caribbean Sea 
Ecosystem Assessment (CARSEA 2006) and the anticipated activities under the Caribbean Large 
Marine Ecosystem Project (CLME) could, in time, provide a comprehensive analysis o f the status of 
the Caribbean Sea as an ecosystem.
2 Barbados and Trinidad and Tobago (CARICOM); Costa Rica and Guatemala (Central America); Cuba and Panama (Non-Grouped Countries); 
Mexico (G-3); France (in respect o f  Guadeloupe, Martinique and French Guiana) and Aruba (Associate Members). Senator Angela Cropper, Professor 
Stephen Vasciannie and the United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP) also hold seats in the Commission. These members were elected for a 
two year period from October 2006 until October 2008. The Commission met and was formally constituted on 11 September 2006.
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2 . M e t h o d o lo g y
ECLAC, as the technical arm o f the CSC, utilised a participatory approach in development of 
a proposed work programme for the Commission. This involved the conduct o f stakeholder 
consultations among member countries and regional organizations o f the Caribbean Subregion as 
well as key resource persons. The intention was to obtain the views, opinions and suggestions from 
as wide a cross-section o f stakeholders as possible so as to arrive at consensus in development o f the 
work programme.
ECLAC therefore initially convened a “brainstorming session” o f a core group o f members 
and representatives o f members o f the CSC in which the key areas for conduct o f the consultations 
were addressed (ECLAC 2007). Following this, ECLAC convened technical meetings with relevant 
persons in order to promote harmonisation o f the work programme o f the CSC with the CARSEA 
Assessment and the proposed CLME initiative.
Furthermore, ECLAC developed and conducted a basic and extended survey o f member 
countries o f the region as well as other key resource persons (Annex 3) in order to obtain inputs for 
the preparation o f the work programme. The design o f this survey was guided by Annex I of 
Agreement 14/07 o f the ACS Ministerial Council as well as Rule 3 o f the M atrix o f the Operating 
Statute and Rules o f Procedure o f the CSC. The survey instruments comprised open-ended 
questions that allowed participants to freely express their views as well as questions to which pre­
conceived responses were suggested. The latter also allowed for open-ended responses. The sample 
size was 89 with an 8 per cent response rate. Additional information was obtained from relevant 
documents, such as the CARSEA Assessment, the Integrated W atershed and Coastal Area 
M anagement (IWCAM) Project, other Regional Seas Programmes, research publications and first­
hand knowledge and experiences obtained from the conduct o f relevant research in the region. This 
information was analyzed and used to identify issues and to design appropriate activities that would 
promote sustainable management o f the Caribbean Sea. The results are presented below.
3 . R e s u lt s
This section comprises an overview o f the existing operational framework that governs the 
use of the Caribbean Sea and the matrix o f proposed activities classified into thematic areas that may 
be used for prioritisation o f actions on a phased basis.
3 .1  O v e r v ie w  o f  E x i s t in g  O p e r a t io n a l  F r a m e w o r k
The operational framework includes the physical features o f the Caribbean Sea as well as its 
value and the challenges that are encountered in sustainability o f the resources; the legal instruments 
and agreements; the programmatic initiatives that seek to promote sustainable use o f the Caribbean 
Sea, and the institutions that are actively involved in sustainable development o f the Sea. The legal 
framework and the programmes are analysed in terms o f their applicability to sustainable 
management o f the Caribbean Sea and the gaps and weaknesses identified have informed 
development o f the proposed work programme.
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3 .1 .1  P h y s ic a l  a n d  T e c h n ic a l  F r a m e w o r k
The Caribbean Sea provides a livelihood for several persons in the region and is used for a 
multitude o f activities such as shipping, fishing, extraction o f mineral resources, transportation, 
tourism, recreation, amenity and cultural, that create tensions among the various user groups. The 
marine environment accounts for approximately 60 per cent o f the Gross National Product (GNP) of 
the region especially from marine-based tourism and fisheries. In 2004, more than 2.4 million 
people in the Caribbean were employed either directly or indirectly in travel and tourism, accounting 
for 15.5 per cent o f total employment, a proportion nearly twice as high as the global average. The 
coastal area is the area o f greatest population density.
Fishing is also a significant provider ofjobs and income in the Caribbean. It is estimated that 
more than 200,000 people in the region are directly employed, either full-time or part-time, as 
fishers. In addition, some 100,000 persons work in processing and marketing o f fish, with additional 
job opportunities in net-making, boatbuilding and other associated industries that support fishing. 
The activity also brings in approximately US$1.2 billion annually in export earnings, with the 
United States being the principal destination (CARSEA 2006).
The generally open economies o f some o f the countries o f the Caribbean, in addition to their 
geographical location between continents, have contributed to the growth o f many large ports. The 
massive transhipment ports in Kingston, Jamaica; and in San Juan, Puerto Rico, are but two o f the 
major ports o f call within the Caribbean. Additionally, the existence o f the Panama Canal as the 
main artery o f international trade and its planned expansion has facilitated communication between 
the two largest oceans o f the globe. Apart from the economic importance o f the ecosystem, the 
Caribbean Sea shapes the lives o f all the inhabitants o f the Caribbean. The Sea and its coasts form 
the stage on which the cultural, spiritual and recreational life o f the region is played out.
However, utilisation o f the valuable resources o f the Sea in an unsustainable manner presents 
tremendous and varied challenges for the very users within the region and there is consensus among 
the users o f the Sea that the ecosystem is threatened. The political challenges to sustainable 
development o f the Caribbean Sea stem from the mix o f entities in the region that bring different 
mandates and areas o f focus. Firstly, there is the Dutch, Hispanic, Francophone, Anglophone and 
territories belonging to the United States o f America, secondly, colonies (British Virgin Islands and 
Montserrat), an Associated State (Puerto Rico), Overseas Departments o f France (Guadeloupe, 
Martinique and French Guiana) and the Netherlands Antilles (Dutch), thirdly from the manifestation 
o f low levels o f interaction among these entities and the independent coastal States and territories 
and fourthly, from limited interaction among independent States themselves.
The legal challenges arise in part from the geography o f the area where the existence of 
submarine features such as troughs and trenches and strategic straits determine shipping lanes and 
other sea uses. Additionally, shared features, for example, the G ulf o f Paria, which lies between the 
island o f Trinidad and Venezuela brings into focus the challenge o f allocation o f boundaries that, in 
turn, determine access to resources. This situation does give rise to border controversies between 
States which may present certain obstacles to cooperation and which also have the effect of 
maintaining uncertainty over the precise location o f maritime boundaries and therefore access to 
resources contained therein.
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Furthermore, the existence o f some 40 coastal States and territories, located in, or bordering a 
semi-enclosed sea o f 2,648,000 square kilometres, implies, in the context o f UNCLOS (that 
sanctions an Exclusive Economic Zone (EEZ) o f up to 200 nm wide), the availability o f perhaps the 
tiniest (if any at all) area o f high seas within the Caribbean Sea. Partitioning o f the Caribbean Sea, 
on the legally permitted basis o f delimitation means that the States and territories are unable to enjoy 
maximum permitted EEZs as there is significant overlap o f both EEZs and continental shelves (12 
nm width). These geographical characteristics create other complexities, for example, in the 
fisheries sector with regard to claims to fishery resources inclusive o f migratory and straddling 
species. There are also challenges to sustainable development presented by port development, 
maritime traffic and marine pollution.
Environmental challenges have a basis in the relatively meagre endowment o f living and 
non-living resources o f the Caribbean Sea area. Some o f the greater challenges stem from climate 
change and the anticipated rise in sea levels; coral bleaching as a result o f global warming; 
deforestation and land clearing for intensive tourist development resulting in destruction o f coral 
reefs, mangroves and seagrass beds and resulting in soil loss, fertilizer and pollutant run off leading 
to increased vulnerability to disasters; accidents from marine oil exploitation and movement of 
nuclear and hazardous waste shipments; indiscriminate disposal o f waste from commercial and 
domestic vessels; development o f port facilities in close proximity to highly fragile ecosystems; 
increased vulnerability to disasters as a result o f global warming; and overfishing.
Despite the many institutions and programmes that address sustainable management o f the 
Caribbean Sea there are several gaps and obstacles that deter progress. In the area o f trade and 
the environment and in so far as the concerns o f Caribbean Sea States include both the trade and 
environment agenda as elements o f sustainable development, it is essential that the compatibility 
between trade and environment agendas be carefully studied to identify gaps and overlaps. 
Furthermore, given the multiple sovereignties and interests that govern the Caribbean Sea, the need 
for cooperation in adopting an integrated approach as well as for dispute resolution in the use o f its 
resources is essential. This situation is even more critical given the expansion o f the Panama Canal 
and the anticipated increased passage o f larger vessels through the Sea.
The need for public participation in sustainable management o f the Caribbean Sea is of 
utmost importance as users o f the resources are more willing to comply with rules if  they have been 
consulted. In addition, there is need for public awareness and education to inform better decision­
making and the sharing o f information. Associated with this is the allocation o f financial resources 
to support sustainable management o f the Caribbean Sea. Countries are also constrained by 
allocation o f scarce financial resources by multilateral and bilateral donors for proposal preparation 
that is not always in the areas deemed most critical for the region as well as in strict procedures for 
conduct o f research and especially for reporting. These concerns may well be addressed in the work 
programme o f the CSC.
3 .1 .2  I n s t r u m e n t s  a n d  A g r e e m e n t s
T h e  1 9 8 2  U N C L O S . This sets out the rights and obligations o f States with respect to the uses 
o f the oceans. It governs delimitation (by establishing an EEZ o f 200 nm), environmental control, 
marine scientific research, economic and commercial activities, transfer o f technology and the
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settlement o f disputes relating to ocean matters. The Convention states that there should be 
cooperation among States in the exercise o f their rights and in the performance o f their duties, but 
does not provide a mechanism for so doing. Some States also have limited capacity to discharge 
their responsibilities under the Convention, such as in their inability to patrol and monitor passage of 
foreign shipments of nuclear and hazardous wastes within the Caribbean Sea as well as the activities 
o f foreign fishing vessels.
T h e  C a r ta g e n a  C o n v e n t io n .  This is a framework Convention with accompanying technical 
protocols and is the only regional multilateral environmental agreement in the wider Caribbean 
region. It sets out to protect and manage the marine environment and coastal areas o f the wider 
Caribbean region within a general framework and is effective in providing a legal basis for 
implementation o f the Action Plan for the Caribbean Environment Plan (CEP). In relation to the 
maritime transport of nuclear materials through the Caribbean Sea the requirements o f the Cartagena 
Convention call for the preparation and dissemination o f environmental impact assessments (EIAs) 
for any development project that may impose harmful impacts on the region. Three Protocols have 
been developed under the Convention: the 1986 P r o to c o l  C o n c e r n in g  C o o p e r a t io n  in  C o m b a t in g  O i l  
S p i l l s  in  th e  W id e r  C a r ib b e a n  R e g i o n  ( O i l  S p i l l s  P r o to c o l )  that calls for regional cooperation in 
addressing oil spills, th e  2 0 0 0  P r o to c o l  C o n c e r n in g  S p e c ia l l y  P r o t e c t e d  A r e a s  a n d  W ild l i fe  and th e  
1 9 9 9  P r o to c o l  o n  M a r in e  P o l lu t i o n f r o m  L a n d - B a s e d  S o u r c e s  a n d  A c t i v i t i e s  ( L B S  P r o to c o l)  that sets 
regional effluent limitations for domestic wastewater (sewage) and requires specific plans to address 
agricultural non-point sources. However, the Convention and its Protocols do not directly address 
the issue o f maritime transportation o f nuclear materials and therefore do not explicitly detail the 
duty to prepare environmental impact assessments.
T h e  B a s e l  C o n v e n t io n  o n  th e  T r a n s b o u n d a r y  M o v e m e n t  o f  H a z a r d o u s  W a s te s  a n d  th e ir  
D is p o s a l .  One o f the objectives o f the Basel Convention is to ensure that hazardous wastes are 
disposed o f as close as possible to their source o f generation. This is reiterated in the International 
Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) Code o f Practice and Regulations. In meeting this objective State 
Parties are required to provide prior notification with regard to the movement o f such wastes. Article 
III (3) o f the IAEA Code provides that every State has the sovereign right to prohibit the movement 
o f radioactive waste into, from or through its territory. Although voluntary, the IAEA Code can be 
seen as a measure established by international agreement for the specific purpose o f controlling the 
movement o f inherently dangerous matter. The Convention’s P r o to c o l  o n  L ia b i l i t y  a n d  
C o m p e n s a t io n , rules on liability and compensation should an accidental discharge o f hazardous 
wastes occur. The challenge to Caribbean Sea States is in receiving prior notification o f the passage 
o f such vessels as under the IAEA this is voluntary and under the Basel Convention, States could 
only monitor and report on such activities rather than control their movement.
C o n v e n t io n  o n  B io lo g i c a l  D iv e r s i t y  (C B D ), 1 9 9 2 . Under the CBD, States are required to 
protect components o f coastal and marine biodiversity within their maritime zones, including their 
internal waters, territorial sea, archipelagic waters and EEZs. The Convention provides that, with 
respect to the marine environment, it should be implemented consistently with the rights and 
obligations o f States under UNCLOS. Therefore, for effectiveness in achieving the objectives o f the 
CBD in marine and coastal areas it will be necessary that each State coordinate its actions in its 
respective maritime zones ofjurisdiction as the Convention does not contain any specific provisions
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on the conservation o f coastal and marine biodiversity. A challenge to a coordinated approach arises 
in States that are signatory to one Convention but not to the other.
J a k a r ta  M a n d a te  o n  M a r in e  a n d  C o a s ta l  D iv e r s i ty ,  1 9 9 5 . This Mandate encourages the use 
o f Integrated Marine and Coastal Area Management (ICAM) and Marine Protected Areas (MPA) as 
the most suitable framework for addressing human impacts on marine and coastal biodiversity. 
Development o f such a framework should involve a wide variety o f stakeholders in addressing a 
range o f activities and threats, including logging, agriculture, land-use planning, industrial and 
municipal activities, and fisheries. The application o f the M andate can be effective as a basis for the 
integrated management o f the marine and coastal resources o f Caribbean States and in establishing 
the need for regional cooperation.
U n i te d  N a t io n s  A g r e e m e n t  f o r  th e  I m p le m e n ta t io n  o f  th e  U N C L O S  C o n v e n t io n  o f  1 0  
D e c e m b e r  1 9 8 2  r e la t in g  to  th e  C o n s e r v a t io n  a n d  M a n a g e m e n t  o f  S t r a d d l in g  F i s h  S to c k s  ( F is h  
S to c k s  A g r e e m e n t ) ,  1 9 9 5 . The F is h  S to c k s  A g r e e m e n t  establishes the duty o f all States to conserve 
and manage living resources in the areas o f the high seas and elaborates on the fundamental 
principle for the conduct o f international relations in accordance with the United Nations Charter. 
Thus, for conservation measures to be effective, they must be conducted on a regional basis in that 
States should cooperate in the development of such measures and promote the objective o f optimum 
utilisation o f fisheries resources both within and beyond EEZs.
C a r ib b e a n  F i s h e r ie s  M e c h a n is m  A g r e e m e n t  a n d  th e  C a s tr ie s  D e c la r a t io n  o n  D r i f t n e t  
F is h in g .  These mechanisms appear largely to be consultative, and are ineffective in prescribing 
courses o f action for member States or in enforcing compliance. The Agreement, in particular, is o f 
relevance to Caribbean States only to the extent that depletion o f high seas species might destroy the 
economic resource due to overfishing.
C o d e  o f  C o n d u c t  f o r  R e s p o n s ib le  F is h e r ie s ,  1 9 9 2 . The Code sets out principles and 
international standards o f behaviour for responsible practices with a view to ensuring the effective 
conservation, management and development o f living aquatic resources, with due respect for the 
ecosystem and biodiversity. States and all those involved in fisheries are encouraged to apply the 
Code o f Conduct and give effect to it for fisheries within their national jurisdiction as well as outside 
national jurisdiction. The A g r e e m e n t  to  P r o m o te  C o m p l ia n c e  w i th  I n t e r n a t io n a l  C o n s e r v a t io n  a n d  
M a n a g e m e n t  M e a s u r e s  b y  F i s h i n g  V e s s e ls  o n  th e  H ig h  S e a s ,  1 9 9 3  forms part o f the Code of 
Conduct. It addresses the responsibilities o f flag States on High Seas and obligates them to take 
measures to ensure that fishing vessels flying their flag do not engage in activities that undermine 
the effectiveness o f international conservation and management measures. The Agreement is not yet 
in force but could be very effective in encouraging cooperation among member States that allow 
other countries to fly their flags.
I n t e r n a t io n a l  C o m m is s io n  f o r  th e  C o n s e r v a t io n  o f  A t la n t i c  T u n a s  ( IC C A T ) . This is an inter­
governmental fishery organization responsible for the conservation o f tuna and tuna-like species in 
the Atlantic Ocean and its adjacent areas. It determines the status o f these stocks o f the region, 
inclusive o f some billfish species as being either highly or fully exploited. However, although 
ICCAT covers the resources o f the Atlantic Ocean, the Caribbean region only has observer status on
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the Commission which is a deterrent to effective participation in decision-making on the status of 
stocks but yet requires compliance with decisions.
I n t e r n a t io n a l  P la n  o f  A c t io n  to  P r e v e n t ,  D e te r  a n d  E l im in a te  I l le g a l ,  U n r e p o r te d  a n d  
U n r e g u la te d  F is h in g ,  2 0 0 1 . This plan addresses the serious issue o f illegal, unreported and 
unregulated fishing. This instrument calls for States to take measures to cooperate in respect o f State 
responsibilities, flag State responsibilities, coastal State measures, port State measures, 
internationally agreed market-related measures, research and regional fisheries. The effectiveness of 
this Plan o f Action is challenged by the lack o f a mechanism to promote cooperation, a factor which 
not only compromises a regional approach but also brings to the fore the problem of access to 
resources in respect o f delimitation o f maritime boundaries.
I n t e r n a t io n a l  C o n v e n t io n  f o r  th e  R e g u la t io n  o f  W h a l in g .  The primary objective o f this 
Convention is to protect all species o f whales from overfishing and ensure sustainability o f whale 
stocks. Additionally, it promotes the establishment o f a system o f international regulation for whale 
fisheries to ensure proper conservation and development o f whale stocks. An International Whaling 
Commission is established under the Convention and sets out to encourage research and 
investigation, to collect and analyse statistical information, and to appraise and disseminate 
information concerning whaling and whale stocks. This Convention applies to the Caribbean only 
so far as it sets limits for capture o f particular species and may be regarded as effective in addressing 
conservation.
I n t e r n a t io n a l  C o n v e n t io n fo r  th e  P r e v e n t io n  o f  P o l lu t io n  f r o m  S h ip s  ( M A R P O L  7 3 /7 8 ). The 
provisions o f this Convention establish a comprehensive legal regime for the prevention o f pollution 
from ships. The object o f M ARPOL 73/78 is to prevent pollution o f the marine environment by the 
operational discharge o f oil and other harmful substances and to minimise the accidental discharge 
o f such substances. M ARPOL allows that certain areas can be designated as “special areas” where 
all discharges are prohibited. The challenge with this Convention is in monitoring and enforcement.
T h e  I n t e r n a t io n a l  C o n v e n t io n  o n  th e  C o n t r o l  a n d  M a n a g e m e n t  o f  S h ip s  B a l la s t  W a te r  a n d  
S e d im e n ts .  This is a proposed new instrument that is being addressed by The Marine Environment 
Protection Committee that is working on developing draft new regulations for ballast water 
management to prevent the transfer o f harmful exotic aquatic organisms in ballast water. It is 
estimated that about 10 billion tonnes o f ballast water are transferred globally each year, potentially 
transferring from one location to another species o f sea life that may prove ecologically harmful 
when released in a non-native environment. This phenomenon may well be exacerbated by changes 
in species distribution that may be a reality with impending climate change.
T h e  C a r ib b e a n  M e m o r a n d u m  o f  U n d e r s ta n d in g  o n  P o r t  S ta te  C o n tr o l ,  1 9 9 6 . This 
Memorandum of Understanding is between Transport Canada and 12 Caribbean States and 
authorizes these States to use Transport Canada’s software as a basis to store and track information 
related to their inspections o f ships entering Caribbean waters. This will allow them to provide more 
detailed information on their inspections for inclusion in international databases. This initiative is in 
its inception stage and, as such, should be monitored for its potential contribution to sustainability of 
the Caribbean Sea.
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I n t e r n a t io n a l  C o n v e n t io n  o n  O i l  P o l lu t io n  P r e p a r e d n e s s ,  R e s p o n s e  a n d  C o o p e r a t io n ,  1 9 9 0  
(O P R C ) . The OPRC is intended to encourage the establishment o f oil pollution emergency plans on 
ships and offshore installations and at ports and handling facilities. It is also intended to encourage 
the establishment o f national and regional contingency plans, and development o f a framework for 
international cooperation in addressing oil spills. Associated with the OPRC is the I n te r n a t io n a l  
F u n d  f o r  O i l  P o l lu t io n  D a m a g e  (F U N D )  that promotes the establishment o f a fund to provide 
additional compensation for damage from oil pollution so that within the limits o f the fund’s total 
liability, victims are adequately compensated. Under the I n t e r n a t io n a l  C o n v e n t io n  o n  C iv i l  L ia b i l i t y  
f o r  O i l  P o l lu t io n  D a m a g e  1 9 6 9  (C L C ) , a scheme o f liability for oil pollution damage by oil tankers 
is created. Protocols to these instruments presented in 1992 have been adopted and amend the 
Conventions to widen their scope and provide higher limits o f compensation.
3 .1 .3  P r o g r a m m e s  a n d  P la n s
The Global Programme o f Action (G P A )  a n d  R e g i o n a l  S e a s  P r o g r a m m e  (R S P ) . In 1995, 
UNEP established these two programmes that provide an essential guide on how to adopt an 
integrated holistic approach to protect the marine and coastal environment from pollution from land- 
based activities. The RSP (that includes the wider Caribbean Sea) aims to promote sustainable 
management and use o f the marine and coastal environment through an integrated approach in 
designing comprehensive and specific actions to protect the shared marine environment. Established 
under, and patterned after, the UNEP RSP, the C a r ib b e a n  E n v i r o n m e n ta l  P r o g r a m m e  (C E P ) ,  
adopted in 1981, is a regional programme for the wider Caribbean focusing on specific priority 
problem areas o f the participating States3 through an action plan. Its sub-programme, the 
Assessment and M anagement o f Environmental Pollution (AMEP), addresses the assessment and 
management o f environmental pollution and provides regional coordination for the implementation 
o f Land-Based Sources o f pollution (LBS) and the Oil Spills Protocols. AMEP supports the 
activities required for the establishment o f necessary measures to prevent, reduce and control marine 
pollution and to assist in the development o f integrated environmental planning and management of 
coastal and marine areas. The area o f coverage o f this programme is identical to that considered in 
the Caribbean Sea Initiative4 and collaboration between these initiatives would certainly improve 
the extent o f pollution o f the Sea.
E n v i r o n m e n ta l  M a n a g e m e n t  o f  C o a s ta l  S e a s  ( E M E C S ’9 0 ). The 1990 EMECS was 
conceived to maintain the health o f the Seto Inland Sea. It promotes a comprehensive ecosystem 
perspective that incorporates watersheds, living resources, economic returns and the cultural well­
being o f mankind as integral components o f the systems that are enclosed seas. It therefore 
embodies sustainable development principles in the management o f enclosed seas and promotes 
governance in terms o f comprehensive and jo in t management of enclosed coastal sea environments. 
In this regard, EMECS is relevant to conservation o f the resources o f the Caribbean Sea.
3 Land-based sources o f pollution; improved fisheries management and protection o f critical habitats; increasing urbanisation and coastal development; 
unsustainable agricultural and forestry practices; promoting sustainable tourism; preventing and preparing for oil spills; strengthening government and 
institutional capacity.
4 Comprises the insular and coastal States and territories o f the Caribbean Sea and the G ulf o f  Mexico, including the Bahamas, Guyana, Suriname and 
the French Department o f  Guiana, as well as the waters o f  the Atlantic Ocean adjacent to these States and territories.
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T h e  G lo b a l  E n v i r o n m e n ta l  F a c i l i t y  (G E F )  I n t e r n a t io n a l  W a te r s  P r o g r a m m e .  This 
programme aims to “help countries use the full range o f technical, economic, financial, regulatory 
and institutional measures needed to operationalise sustainable use strategies for transboundary 
w ater bodies and contributing basins” . It acts through its implementing agencies United Nations 
Development Programme (UNDP), UNEP and the W orld Bank, to assist countries in finding 
collaborative mechanisms with neighbouring countries to effect change in human activities in 
various economic sectors that place stress on the water environment so that transboundary conflicts 
can be resolved. Challenges with the GEF is in meeting the strict eligibility criteria, in project 
proposal preparation and in accessing significant co-financing that is a necessary requirement.
I n t e r n a t io n a l  O c e a n o g r a p h ic  C o m m is s io n  ( IO C ) . The IOC, acting through its regional 
subsidiary body the IOC Sub-Commission for the Caribbean and Adjacent Regions (IOCARIBE), 
promotes cooperation in marine science and technology and provides regional input to global ocean 
sciences and observation. It is a partner in the CLME initiative. IOCARIBE reinforces and broadens 
scientific cooperation regionally, and internationally through networking with organizations 
operating within the Caribbean, including Non-governmental Organizations (NGOs), United Nations 
bodies and the scientific community. By establishing cooperative arrangements with IOCARIBE the 
CSC would gain the support o f key regional organizations with which IOCARIBE has already 
established strong linkages.
M il le n n iu m  E c o s y s te m  A s s e s s m e n t  P r o je c t . This initiative has secured significant partnerships 
with the W orld Resources Institute, the W orld Bank, UNDP and UNEP. It emphasises the reliance 
upon integrated ecosystem assessment as a tool for analysing the capacity o f an ecosystem to 
provide goods and services that are important for human development and, by extension, the 
transboundary nature o f ecosystems and their processes. It also recognises that environmental 
challenges are interwoven and thus, an integrative assessment process is needed to highlight, for 
decisionmakers, the linkages among climate, biodiversity, freshwater, marine and forest issues. In 
common with the practice o f the M illennium Ecosystem Assessment o f which it is a part, CARSEA 
first sets out a detailed picture o f the condition and trends o f the ecosystem; it then develops a 
number o f scenarios aiming to simulate the likely outcome o f different plausible future paths for the 
region; and finally reviews the responses available to decisionmakers. The work programme o f the 
CSC would benefit from the achievements o f this project and from cooperation with its priority 
areas.
I O C A R I B E  C L M E  P r o je c t .  This project is considered valuable in supporting the work 
programme o f the CSC since both initiatives are targeted to similar countries and address sustainable 
management o f the shared living marine resources o f the Caribbean LME and adjacent areas through 
an integrated management approach. M ore specifically, the project focuses on governance issues 
and more specifically on strengthening o f policy and institutional capacity among institutions in the 
region to achieve sustainable marine resource management. This is complementary to the mandate of 
the CSC and collaboration between these initiatives should be encouraged.
T h e  U S A  W h ite  W a te r  to  B lu e  W a te r  (W W 2 B W )  I n i t ia t iv e .  This initiative advocates for a 
cross-sectoral approach to the management o f marine resources as a means o f ensuring enhanced
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coordination among government agencies, NGOs and community groups in the w ider Caribbean5. 
Regional cooperation and capacity building were indicated to be critical elements. Issues to be 
considered include land-based sources o f marine pollution; coastal zone management; conservation 
o f the coastal zone; sustainable fisheries; and the transboundary management o f ecosystems. The 
work programme o f the CSC may be enhanced by, and may gain momentum from, the WW2BW 
Initiative. The proposed work programme presents a much broader concept than envisaged by the 
Initiative. By enlisting the support o f significant interests the Initiative extends cooperation on the 
issues to a broader range o f parties including metropolitan countries that at the initial stages o f the 
proposal resisted the need for a new instrument regarding the management o f the Caribbean Sea. The 
proposal can therefore provide the broad framework through which the Initiative may be established.
O c e a n  D a ta  a n d  I n fo r m a t io n  N e tw o r k  f o r  th e  C a r ib b e a n  a n d  S o u th  A m e r ic a  ( O D IN C A R S A ) .  
ODINCARSA was set up primarily as a mechanism for assessing the current and potential state o f 
development o f national data centres and to create the means for mutual capacity-building in South 
America and the Caribbean. ODINCARSA is a network which is integrated by 196 IOC member 
States. After five years o f activity and limited resources, ODINCARSA has achieved several 
milestones in putting Ocean Data and Information M anagement as a relevant issue at the national 
level in 60 per cent o f member countries mostly located in South America; establishing and keeping 
active a huge regional network integrated by more than 60 national institutions with 237 experts 
from different sectors related to ocean and marine activities; support in improving the provision of 
ocean data and information products and services to different users by sharing o f expertise, 
knowledge transference and capacity building, and; becoming a useful partner/platform for other 
IOC programmes and organizations. However, the level o f implementation o f ODINCARSA in the 
Caribbean Subregion is quite modest and it will require partnerships, national involvement and 
additional funding
T h e  C a r ib b e a n  G lo b a l  O c e a n  O b s e r v in g  S y s te m .  This is part o f a larger initiative that is 
managed by IOCARIBE for Caribbean SIDS. It is designed to provide descriptions o f the present 
state o f the sea and its contents, and forecasts o f these as far ahead as possible, for a wide range of 
users, and to underpin forecasts o f changes in climate. It is not solely operational, but includes work 
to convert research understanding into operational tools. For effectiveness, the system for the 
Caribbean needs to be improved and this will require financial resources to maintain and extend the 
observational network, to improve the numerical models used to process data, and to improve the 
methods by which the data are assimilated into models.
3 .1 .4  I n s t i t u t io n s
T h e  U n i te d  N a t io n s ,  through the Pan American Health Organization/W orld Health
5  Governments listed among the Interested Partners are those of the United States, France, Canada, the United Kingdom, Jamaica, Mexico, Spain, 
and Trinidad and Tobago. International organizations similarly identified were UNEP/GPA, IOCARIBE, CARICOM, OAS, PAHO, IAEA and 
the IOC. A number of civil society organisations are also partners in the initiative. Support was orally pledged by the representative of the IMO.
6 Argentina, Bahamas, Barbados, Belize, Brazil, Colombia, Chile, Cuba, Dominica, Ecuador, Haiti, Jamaica, Mexico, Nicaragua, Panama, Peru, Saint 
Lucia, Trinidad and Tobago, Venezuela.
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Organization (PAHO/WHO), UNDP, UNEP and ECLAC focus on marine pollution studies within 
the context o f the economic, social and sustainable development o f the region. As such the United 
Nations system would be useful in the conduct o f studies on the Caribbean Sea and in 
implementation o f projects at the national level. This could be complemented by the work o f the 
C a r ib b e a n  E n v i r o n m e n ta l  H e a l t h  I n s t i tu t e  ( C E H I)  which is the executing agency for the IWCAM 
Project and the C a r ib b e a n  T o u r is m  O r g a n iz a t io n  (C T O )  that promotes sustainable tourism. In 
support o f this, the W e s te r n  C e n t r a l  A t la n t i c  F i s h e r ie s  C o m m is s io n  (W E C A F C )  o f  F o o d  a n d  
A g r ic u l tu r e  O r g a n iz a t io n  o f  th e  U n i te d  N a t io n s  (F A O )  facilitates the coordination o f research, 
promotes education and training, and assists its members in establishing policies to promote the 
rational management o f resources that are o f interest to two or more countries.
Several funding agencies such as The I n te r n a t io n a l  D e v e lo p m e n t  R e s e a r c h  C e n tr e  ( ID R C )  o f  
C a n a d a  (research on fish species in the Caribbean); the W o r ld  B a n k  (activities towards achievement 
o f the Millennium Development Goals); the O r g a n iz a t io n  o f  A m e r ic a n  S ta te s  (O A S )  Department of 
Sustainable Development (formulate policies and execute projects which integrate environmental 
protection with rural development and poverty alleviation) have been supportive o f initiatives geared 
towards conservation o f the Caribbean Sea.
The A C S  focuses on strengthening of the regional cooperation and integration process with a 
view to creating an enhanced economic space in the region. The C a r ib b e a n  C o m m u n i ty  
( C A R IC O M )  is involved in the sustainable development and management o f the Caribbean Sea 
through implementation o f programmes in marine resource management. Similarly, the L a t in  
A m e r ic a n  a n d  C a r ib b e a n  E c o n o m ic  S y s te m  (S E L A )  is an intergovernmental organization comprising 
26 countries7. SELA encourages cooperation and integration among the countries through 
development and coordination o f common strategies towards economic growth o f its member 
countries.
7 Argentina, Bahamas, Barbados, Belice, Bolivia, Brasil, Colombia, Costa Rica, Cuba, Chile, Ecuador, Guatemala, Guyana, Haití, Honduras, 
Jamaica, México, Nicaragua, Panamá, Paraguay, Perú, República Dominicana, Suriname, Trinidad y Tobago, Uruguay y Venezuela.
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3.2. Areas for Action Towards Sustainable Management of the Caribbean Sea 
1. Governance. T he work programme in this area could be im plem ented by the CLME Project.
Thematic
Area
Activities Partners Resp. Entity Indicators Outputs




Barbados i.no. of policies in support of SM of 
CS clearly defined;
i.strategies to address gaps 
in policies are developed;
ii.support to develop policies that 
govern sustainable management of the 
Caribbean Sea; strengthen/update 
existing policies;
ii.increase in no. of relevant policies 
developed and strengthened, e.g. 
migratory spp.;
ii.action plans and 
programmes in support of 
policies are developed;
iii.promote cooperation at the policy 
level in meeting requirements under legal 
instruments e.g Fish Stocks Agreements;
iii. measurable increase in cooperation, 
where applicable at policy level;
iii.greater efficiency in use 
of resources in meeting 
commitments under legal 
instruments;
iv.development of a policy to inform a 
coordinated approach to Sustainable 
Management (SM) of the Caribbean Sea 
(CS) where States are signatory to one 
Convention but not to another;
iv.all relevant States accept policy that 
promotes a coordinated approach; 
EMECS’90 acts as a guide in 
formulation of such policy;
iv.coordinated approach to 
SM of the resources of the 
CS promoted;
v.promote policies in support of viable, 
competitive and sustainable economic 
growth opportunities;
v. measurable improvement in balance 
between use of 50 % of resources and 
economic growth achieved;
v.commitment of member 




i.support determination of effectiveness 
of existing legal instruments for SM of 




ACS i.increased knowledge of effectiveness 
of legal instruments;
i.mechanisms for action in 
support of effective use of 
legal instruments 
developed;
ii.oversee an assessment of legal 
instruments to identify possible 
complementarity to facilitate reporting;
ii.50% of legal instruments analysed 
and areas of identified;
ii. improved use of 
resources in promoting 
more efficient reporting
iii.support cooperation among members 
states in development of action plans 
based on legal instruments (Jakarta 
Mandate);
iii.action plans for each member State 
developed after one year;
iii. mechanisms for a 
regional integrated approach 
developed among states that 
ratify legal instruments;
iv.enforcement of laws governing use of 
the CS e.g MARPOL in relation to ship 
pollution;
iv. significant increase in patrol force 
to ensure enforcement
iv.reduced conflict of users 




Activities Partners Resp. Entity Indicators Outputs
v.cooperation to ensure successful 
convictions of offenders of regulations
v.larger no. of offenders convicted; v.agreement on strategies to 





i.assessment of capacity of existing 




UWI i.no. of institutions that are adequately 
equipped;
i.resource needs of 
institutions identified with a 
view to having them 
addressed;
ii.support in devising strategies to 
strengthen institutions;
ii.measurable increase in capacity of 
institutions to support SM of the CS
ii.strategies for institutional 
strengthening developed 
and implemented;
iii. coordinate a strategy for mapping the 
roles and responsibilities of each 





UWI iii.roles and responsibilities of each 
institution clearly defined;
iii.enhanced coordination of 
activities of institutions that 
function in the CS;
Access to 
Information
i.determine information necessary for 




UWI i. gaps in information identified; no. of 
reports and publications produced
i.enhance the knowledge 
base and documentation of 
issues and learning 
experiences related to 
sustainability of the 
Caribbean Sea.
ii.advocacy in disseminating results of 
studies;
ii.evaluation reports of relevant 
projects and thematic reviews;





i.determine assessment of public 
participation and moreso, civil society, in 









i.no. of organizations that participate 
in the decision-making process 
increased;
i.gaps in public participation 
in decision-making 
determined;
ii.development of strategies to promote a 
participatory approach;
ii.increase in no. of strategies for 
promoting a participatory approach;
ii.strategies for increasing 
civil society participation in 
SM implemented;
iii.promotion of youth in strategy 
development;
iii.measurable increase in the no. of 
youth involved in SM of the CS;
iii.strategies strengthened 
through incorporation of the 
views of youth;
iv.promote greater equity, social justice 
and opportunities for all stakeholders;
iv.measurable increase in equality of 
opportunity in use of the resources of 
the CS apparent;
iv.a larger cross section of 
countries derive benefits 









i.public involved in management of the 
CS as indicated in the Caribbean 
Fisheries Mechanism and the Castries 




SELA i.consultations held in each member 
State to obtain views of stakeholders;
i.management of CS 
strengthened through the 
incorporation of public
views;
ii.promote cooperation with other 
oversight initiatives such as the Regional 
Coordinating Mechanism (RCM) ;
ii.no. of areas of cooperation in joint 
initiatives by the CSC and the RCM;
ii.greater efficiency in an 
integrated approach to SM 
of CS;
iii.promote south-south cooperation; iii.measurable increase in 
collaboration between South America 
and CS member States;
iii. joint implementation of 
projects increased with 
sharing of resources and 
best practices;
v.relevant legal instruments for dispute 
resolution harmonised using the “best 
available scientific” data included in 
dispute resolution
v.measurable reduction in impacts of 
disputes in use of the CS resources;
v.harmonised approach 
promoted;
Safety i.promote safety of users of the 
Caribbean Sea e.g. fishers, recreational, 
transport; SOLAS and Caribbean MOU 







i.measurable increase in safety of users 
of the CS;
i.equitable and safe use of 
CS resources;
Advocacy i.mandate of the CSC apparent to all 




ACS i.all members of the CSC self-educate 
on the CSC;
i. coordinated approach to 
implementation of work 
programme of CSC;
ii.advocate for support from non-member 
States;
ii. significant support from non­
members States;
ii. non-member States fully 
involved in implementation;
iii.advocate for support from regional 
organizations and national organizations 
where relevant;
iii.all regional and national 
organizations in support of the work 
programme of the CSC.
iii.work programme 
complements those of 
regional and national 
organizations
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i. support in identification and 
endorsement of a regional research 
agenda for all resources especially 
fisheries e.g IOCARIBE, CLME; and 









UNEP i.Elements of a regional research agenda 
clearly defined and 50% of existing 
programmes strengthened over a two- 
year period;
i. Regional research agenda that 
details priorities for SM of the 
CS;
marine scientific 
research and by 
which countries 
may pool their 
resources at the
ii.support in commissioning of research, 
analysis, documentation and case studies, 
through partner organization or sub­
contracts e.g inventory of resources;
immeasurable increase in the conduct of 
research and documentation of the 
results;
ii.results of research used to 
inform management strategies;
regional level. iii.facilitate actions for the provision of 
infrastructure, laboratories & equipment 
for conduct of research;
iii.increased no. of well-equipped 
research facilities available;
iii.research facilities available and 
well equipped so that results are 
robust and are available in a 
timely manner;
iv. facilitate strengthening of human 
resource capacity;
iv.at least three persons from each 
country are exposed to training at 
reputable research institutions;
iv.research programme 
strengthened through enhanced 
HR capacity;
v.support in filling identified data gaps 
through research;
v.decrease in data gaps; v.availability of accurate data and 
greater impact of research results 
to inform policies;
vi.follow-up with partner organizations to 
apply the indications and results of 
research
vii.measurable increase in ongoing 
collaboration among partner agencies;
vii.promote cooperation among States in 
complying with fisheries agreements;
vii.cooperation by 50% States achieved; vii.improved management of 
stocks as a result of reduction in 
disputes;
viii.support in establishment of MPAs 
according to the Jakarta Mandate;
viii.at least two MPAs established in the 
region after one year;
viii.greater abundance and 
diversity of resources attained;
Transport/hazardous substances
i. support development of a mechanism 
for control of passage of foreign vessels 
within the context of the Basel 
Convention;
ACS ACS i.Basel Convention ratified by all 
countries and development of patrol 
fleets by all countries;
i.increased monitoring of passage 
of nuclear and hazardous 
substances, pollutants and 
foreign fishing vessels to reduce 








ii.support for implementation of the 
Cartagena Convention;
ii.EIAs conducted prior to passage of 
vessels bearing nuclear material;
ii.resources protected from 
nuclear impacts;
iii. support for entry into force of LBS 
Protocol and use of GPA;
iii.50% countries ratify Protocol and use 
information in GPA;
iii.Caribbean on way to 
ratification of LBS protocol;
iv.Support mechanisms for compensation 
from oil spills;
iv.all States agree on mechanism; iv.States are adequately 
compensated in event of damage 
from oil spills;
Eutrophication
i.support for determining the most cost- 
effective measures to reduce 
eutrophication in the different sub areas 





i.attain 50% reduction target in nutrient 
load for 2008;
i. nutrient reduction strategies 
established and improved health 
of resources of CS results;
ii. facilitate the establishment and 
implementation of national programmes 
to reduce nutrients inputs to the CS e.g. 
with IWCAM;
ii.hotspots of high nutrient loads 
identified;
Tourism
i.facilitate a determination of the impacts 





i.economic assessment of resources 
completed;
i. strategies to reduce negative 
impacts of tourism developed 
and implemented;
Maritime Boundaries
i.cooperation in delimitation of maritime 
boundaries within the context of 
UNCLOS;
ACS, UNEP ACS
i.measurable reduction in border 
conflicts and equitable sharing of 
transboundary resources;
i.mechanism developed for 
delimitation of boundaries where 
EEZs overlap;
ii.facilitate development of a mechanism 
within UNCLOS to improve access to 
transboundary resources;
ii.clear mechanism for sharing of 
resources
ii.equity in access to 
transboundary resources;
Socio-economic Studies
¿.identification of users of the resources 
and assessment of their impacts — both 
positive and negative
ECLAC ECLA
C i.users in all States identified and their 
impacts assessed;
i. sustainable practices and 
livelihoods identified;
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A. Monitor and 
assess the CS 
marine
Environment;
i. Coordinate and implement all 
environmental monitoring programmes of 
the CSC according to, inter alia assessment 
requirements, guidelines and scientific 




UNEP i.inventory of all monitoring 
programmes developed;
i.monitoring programmes greatly 
enhanced to determine status of 
resources of the CS;
B. Develop 
tools for the 
Assessment of 
the resources of 
CS;
ii. support development of assessment 
tools and assessment criteria and 
procedures for assessing impacts of 
eutrophication, hazardous substances on 
biodiversity (species and habitats)
Member
countries
Barbados ii.checklists, status reports developed to 
monitor state of the CS;
ii.development of sustainable 








resources of the 
CS
iii. support updating of indicator Fact 
Sheets; support in building on the existing 
work on indicators e.g IWCAM for 




Barbados iii. frameworks of indicators from all 
agencies clearly defined;
iii.indicators are rationalised, 
coordinated and streamlined for 
greater efficiency in measuring 
the status of the resources of the 
CS;
iv.preparation of indicator reports and 






UNEP iv. present state of the marine 
environment report that assesses 
human activities and their impact on 
the ecosystem e.g. long term trends in 
the pollution load;
iv.enhanced monitoring of the 
use of the resources of the CS 






i.collaborate with interested partners to 
support thematic evaluations and 




ECLAC i.at least six thematic evaluation reports 
prepared;
i.lessons learnt from evaluations 
used to improve research 
agenda;
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4. Capacity-building /  Sharing of Knowledge and Experiences






i.support in convening workshops and 
seminars in programme management 






i.increased capacity of two individuals 
from each country in project 
management;
i.enhanced expertise in project 
management available
ii.support in identification of opportunities 
for training abroad;
ii.a member of each country trained in 
relevant courses abroad;
iii.facilitate the design of short courses in 
collaboration with relevant academic 
institutions;
iii.one course in project management 





contribute to SM 
of the CS
i.raise public awareness through the media; i.measurable increase in public 
awareness achieved;
i.state of the CS improved 
through increased public 
awareness;




the CS through 
the use of best 
practices as well 
as lessons learnt
i.facilitate knowledge transfer through 




UWI i.increased knowledge of the work 
programmes of other Sea 
Commissions and their relevance to 
the work of the CSC
i.increased ability to 
conceptualise and implement 
relevant programmes towards 
SM of the CS
ii.facilitate sharing of data through the 
Global Ocean Observing System and 
ODINCARSA;
ii.50% improvement in data sharing 
after two years;
ii.SM of the CS improved 
through strengthening of 
databases and data sharing;
from other Sea 
Commissions
iii.support benchmarking /documenting 
best practices;
iii. the CSC becomes a model for 
other regions
iii.work programmes of other 
Sea Comm. strengthened;
iii.facilitate observer status on other Sea 
Commissions (SC)
iii.at least one country has observer 
status on other Sea Commissions
iii.Status of the Caribbean Sea 
enhanced through lessons learnt 
from other SC;
iv.Establish technical cooperation 
agreements with other Sea Commissions
iv.technical cooperation agreements 
established with Black Sea, Med., 
Baltic and North Sea Commissions;
iv.more effective and efficient 
use of resources in 










(RM) strategy and 
sustainability
i.compile examples of local/regional 









i.a list of potential sources of donor 
funding identified and prioritised 
thematically;
i.RM strategy informed by 
results of research;
ii. discussions with potential donors e.g 
GEF, EU, DFID;
States ii.at least one source of funding for 
start-up implementation of work 
programme identified;
iii.support in preparation of project 
proposals for financing;
iii.at least five project proposals 
prepared;
iii.project proposals for Phase I 
of work programme funded by 
donors;
iv.develop a mechanism for project 
management;
iv.elements of a project management 
strategy developed
iv.implementation of strategy 
leads to greater efficiency in 
project implementation;
v.support in design of a mechanism to 
reduce human resource demands by 
national and regional authorities made by 
international organizations in accessing 
information;
v. measurable reduction in time 
allocated to accessing reports of 
international meetings
v.greater efficiency in use of 
human resources at national and 
regional levels;
vi.support in access to international 
funding;
vi.significant increase in access to the 
GEF and other sources of 
international funding;
vi.increase in participation by 
member States in global 
projects;
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4 . C o n c lu s io n s  a n d  R e c o m m e n d a t io n s
The Caribbean Sea Initiative seeks to declare the Caribbean Sea as a “special area in the 
context o f sustainable development” . The present United Nations General Assembly resolution 
61/197 has recognized the need for conserving the Sea for present and future generations including 
“the further development o f their concept o f the designation o f the Caribbean Sea as a special area in 
the context o f sustainable developm ent.. .” . The Secretary General o f the ACS has been requested 
by the United Nations General Assembly to report on this resolution at the Sixty-third Session and, 
as such, has requested ECLAC to provide support in the preparation o f a work programme for the 
Commission. ECLAC has therefore organized a consultative process that sought to obtain views, 
suggestions and opinions o f relevant stakeholders both directly and through a review of the relevant 
literature.
The consultative process resulted in classification o f the Caribbean Sea as a threatened 
ecosystem, which could become endangered if  attention is not afforded to its sustainability. Some 
policies are in place at the national level to guide action plans and programmes but, given the 
contiguous nature o f the Caribbean Sea and the potential for transboundary movement o f substances, 
an integrated approach to management is highly desirable. This would require formulation of 
regional policies that would facilitate utilisation o f resources to stimulate economic growth while 
ensuring availability for future generations.
Although the legal and institutional frameworks that govern the use o f the Caribbean Sea exist 
and States are signatory to a large number of conventions and agreements, some deficiencies in them 
have been identified and should be addressed. One example is the delimitation o f maritime 
boundaries by UNCLOS that has implications for access to shared resources where EEZs overlap. 
The absence o f such a mechanism has given rise to disputes over access to and use of transboundary 
resources especially straddling and migratory stocks. It has also resulted in uncontrolled access to 
resources, in neighbouring jurisdictions and has threatened the safety o f users o f the resources. 
Despite efforts and extensive research, the articulation o f an appropriate mechanism is still to be 
agreed upon. The rich experiences o f UNEP and the ACS may be significant in facilitating the 
design and articulation o f such a mechanism. Enforcement o f laws is also a challenge for many 
member States as they lack the capacity to do so and this threatens their national jurisdictions by the 
intrusion o f foreign fishing fleets and from the passage o f hazardous waste. Consensus in the 
adoption o f a regional approach to law enforcement is necessary and this would require the building 
o f institutional and human resource capacity o f national authorities and raising o f awareness of 
threats to sustainability o f the Sea among users o f the resources.
The ongoing programmatic initiatives that seek to assess the status o f the Sea are having 
impact but there again needs to be a cohesive approach among the proponents o f these initiatives and 
rationalisation o f objectives especially where financial resources are difficult to access and are also 
scarce. There is optimism in this regard with the joining o f forces o f CLME and CARSEA and the 
active involvement o f UNEP through its CEP. However, the activities o f the CEP could well benefit 
from updating within the context o f the M auritius Strategy for Further Implementation o f the 
Barbados Programme o f Action for Small Island Developing States (MSI). Furthermore, the 
proposed Regional Coordinating M echanism (RCM) that seeks to oversee activities o f the M SI
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among Caribbean Development and Cooperation Committee (CDCC) member countries would 
qualify as a partner in sustainable management o f coastal and marine resources and biodiversity of 
the Sea.
The harmonising o f marine research is another area that needs to be addressed as it is clear 
that various aspects o f the Sea and its resources, living as well as non-living, have been researched 
but there appears to be a large measure o f individual/institutional ownership o f research agendas. It 
is necessary for the CSC to promote a harmonised research programme that would create synergies 
among relevant institutions in making an attempt to streamline related initiatives. This could be 
supported through development o f a system of monitoring o f research programmes and also through 
scrutiny o f evaluations that are documented in reports that serve to inform future strategies. 
Furthermore, in order to enhance the research agenda, building o f human resource capacity is critical 
both in quantity and quality. The region could well benefit from investment in training and 
education at reputable academic institutions and from scholarships that are occasionally offered by 
agencies such as the Japanese International Cooperation Agency. Complementing capacity-building 
initiatives and streamlining o f marine research is the need for strengthening the infrastructure of 
research facilities to position them in keeping abreast o f innovative developments in science and 
technology.
The importance o f financing strategies to realise the work o f the CSC cannot be overstated. 
O f utmost importance to the work programme agenda, is the support that is needed by member 
States so that financial resources could be used efficiently and in a timely manner for conservation 
purposes. Donor agencies from developed countries contribute to different aspects o f marine 
research but their reporting requirements are sometimes deemed demanding and time-consuming 
and classified by national and regional reporting authorities as prohibitive in advancing the research 
agenda. Also, research agendas sometimes have to adapt to the interests o f donors. This however, 
should not be limiting as south-south cooperation could be promoted and, in the case o f fisheries 
research and management o f coastal zones, Brazil and Chile, among others, offer a wealth of 
experiences and expertise. In support o f this is the sharing o f information that is critical to 
sustainable management o f the Sea and in this regard, the establishment o f clearing house 
mechanisms should be considered.
Finally, the success o f any programme that seeks to promote sustainable management o f the 
Caribbean Sea would need to have the support o f stakeholders and in this regard, decision-making 
needs to be participatory as it has been well documented (see Soufriere M arine M anagement Area 
(SMMA)) that when users o f a resource feel a part o f policy-making decisions, greater consensus 
has occurred and support has been elicited while the need for dispute resolution has been minimised.
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D e v e lo p in g  a  W o r k  P r o g r a m m e  fo r  t h e  C o m m is s io n
1. Scientific and Technical Dimension
Based on its agreed priority areas o f focus, the Commission in collaboration with ECLAC, 
UNEP, the Cropper Foundation and other relevant entities should initiate a broad 
consultative process involving stakeholders from the public and private sectors, academia 
and NGOs during the first half o f 2007. It is envisaged that this consultative process will 
result in:
o A sound scientific and technical assessment o f the present condition o f the 
Caribbean Sea as an ecosystem - Leads -  United Nations Environmental 
Program (UNEP), Economic Commission for Latin America and the 
Caribbean (ECLAC), Caribbean Sea (CARSEA), Food and Agriculture 
Organisation o f the United Nations (FAO), University o f the W est Indies 
(UWI), University o f Havana, etc.
o An assessment o f the effectiveness o f existing instruments programmes and 
plans at the national, regional and international levels to conserve and protect 
the Caribbean Sea and its resources. To identify gaps, obstacles to 
implementation and advice as to how they may be improved and better 
coordinated.
o The identification o f priority areas for action including specific projects, as 
well as expected outcomes.
o An inventory o f existing institutions, initiatives, laws and agreements in the 
Caribbean region as well as available resources relevant for the work of the 
Commission.
2. Legal Dimension
The Commission and the Secretariat would seek to collaborate with UN Department of 
Ocean Affairs and Law of the Sea. The Commission would also seek to organize a meeting 
of ACS oceans legal experts.
3. Communications Strategy
4. Budgeting and Fundraising
5. Cooperation Projects
• University o f Havana
• Government of Chile
Annex 1
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• Caribbean Large M arine Ecosystems Project
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Annex 2


















(d) ocean law, policy and
management
(e) tourism, marine transport and 
communications;
(f) marine environment; and
(g) other fields relevant to
cooperation in marine affairs
The Commission shall prioritize 
action in the fields set out 
hereunder:
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List o f Participants to whom the Survey was distributed 
ANTIGUA & BARBUDA
Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Queen Elizabeth Highway, St.Johns. Tel: 268-462-1052/3962; Fax: 268-462­
2482; E-mail: foreignaffairs@ab.gov.ag
THE BAHAMAS
Ms. Lynnith Braynen, ACS Desk Officer, Ministry of Foreign Affairs, PO Box N-3746, East Hill Street, 
Nassau. Tel: 242-322-7624/7590/7625; Fax: 242-328-8212 / 326-2123; E_Mail:
lbraynen@mfabahamas.org / lynnbraynen@yahoo.com
BARBADOS
Her Excellency Ambassador Teresa Marshall, Permanent Secretary, Address: Ministry of Foreign Affairs
and Foreign Trade, N°1. Culloden Road, St. Michael. Tel: 246-431-2200 / 2202 / 2203/ 2204 / 436-2990; 
Fax: 246-429-6652 / 228-0838; E_Mail: barbados@foreign.gov.bb/ tking@foreign.gov.bb
BELIZE
Ms. Dennisia Francisco, Foreign Service Officer , Ministry of Foreign Affairs, New Administrative Building, 
PO Box 174, Belmopan. Tel: 501-822-2167 / 822-2322; Fax: 501-822-2854; E-Mail: belizemfa@btl.net/
belizemfa@belize.gov.bz.
COLOMBIA
Dr. Mauricio González López, Director de América, Tel: 562 8314- 562 8293; Fax: 562 7608; E-mail: 
mauricio.gonzalez@minrelext.gov.co
Dra. Luz Helena Abello Uribe, Coordinadora de Mecanismos de Concertación e Integración Regional de la 
Dirección de América. Tel: 011-571-562-7616; E-mail: luz.abello@minrelext.gov.co
Doctora Paola Lugari. Ministerio de Relaciones Exteriores, Palacio de San Carlos, Calle 10A, N° 5-51, 
Santafé de Bogotá Tel: 571-562-7616; Fax: 571-562-7608; E-mail: aola.lugari@cancilleria.gov.co
COSTA RICA
Christian Guillermet, Director de Política Exterior, Dirección de Política Exterior, Ministerio de 
Relaciones Exteriores y Culto, Apartado 10027-1000, San José. Telf/Fax: 506-257-6895 / 6597 / 6997; E­
mail: cguillermet@rree.go.cr
Alejandro Solano, Director Alterno de Política Exterior, Dirección de Política Exterior, Ministerio de 
Relaciones Exteriores y Culto, E-mail: alsolano@rree.go.cr
CUBA
Lic. Manuel Viñas Barredo, Dirección de América Latina y el Caribe, Dirección, Ministerio de Relaciones 
Exteriores, Vedado, La Habana. Tel: 537-836-4317 / 832-5691 / 832-5668; Fax: 537-8- 333085 / 333460 / 
335310; E-mail:manuel@minrex.gov.cu
DOMINICA
Steve Ferrol, Permanent Secretary, Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Trade and Marketing, Government 
Headquarters, Financial Centre, Kennedy Avenue, Roseau. Tel: 767-448-2401 Ext 3213 /3276; Fax: 767-
Annex 3
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448-5200; Email : foreigntrade@cwdom.dm 
DOMINICAN REPUBLIC
Lic. Juan Guiliani Cury, Sub-Secretario para Asuntos Económicos y Negociaciones Comerciales, Sub­
Secretaría de Estado de Relaciones Exteriores, División de Negociaciones Comerciales, Avenida 
Independencia No.752, Santo Domingo, D.N.. Tel: 809-535-6280 Ext. 2350 Secretaria: Ext 2448; Fax 809­
535-0133; E_Mail: jguiliani@serex.gov.do
Nina Lysenko. minalvsenko@gmail.com 
EL SALVADOR
Lic. Inés Castro de Alarcón, Dirección de América, Dirección General de Política Exterior, Ministerio de 
Relaciones Exteriores, Calle Circunvalación, No 227, Colonia San Benito, San Salvador. Tel: 503-223 110 
55; Fax: 503-223-11345; E-Mail: icastro@rree.gob.sv
GRENADA
Mrs. Claudia Mark-Benjamin, ACS Desk Officer, Ministry of Foreign Affairs and International Trade, 
Financial Complex, St. George’s. Tel: 473-440-2640 /2712 / 2255; Fax: 473-440-4184; E-Mail: 
foreignaffairs@gov.gd
GUATEMALA
Lic. Arabella Woolfolk de Chinchilla, Directora General de Política Multilateral, Ministerio de Relaciones 
Exteriores, Avenida Reforma 4-47, Zona 10, 1 Ciudad de Guatemala. Tel: 502-2-348-0540/50; Fax 502-2­
348-0500 ; E-mail: awoolfolk@minex.gob.gt
Lic. María Valentina Flores Aguilar, Directora, Comunicación Social. Email: mflores@minex.gob.gt
Lic. María Aguja Zúñiga, Subdirectora para Organismos Regionales, Dirección General de Multilaterales. 
Tel: 502-2- 410.0100 ext. 3120; Fax: 502-2- 410-0101; E-mail: omaguja@minex.gob.gt /
digrime@minex.gob.gt
GUYANA
Her Excellency Ambassador Elizabeth Harper, Director-General, Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Takuba 
Lodge, Georgetown. Tel: 592-225-7404 (Direct); Fax: 592-225-9192; E-Mail: eharper@networksgy.com 
/minfo^guyana.net.gy
HAITI
Mr. Azad Belfort, Director of International Organizations, Directeur des Institutions Internationales, 
Ministère des Affaires Etrangères, Cité de l’Exposition, Port-au-Prince. Tel: 509-298-3780 / 298-4468 / 
3781; Fax: 509-223-6569 ; Email: azad59 2009@iyahoo.fr
Exil Lucienna. exillucienna@,yahoo.fr 
HONDURAS
Embajador Eduardo Rosales , director General de Política Exterior, Secretaría de Estado de Relaciones 
Exteriores de Honduras, Antigua Casa Presidencial, contiguo a la Corte Suprema de Justicia, Tegucigalpa. 
Tel: 504-234-1962/1415; Fax: 504-234-1678 / 1922; E_Mail: eduardo.rosales@sre.hn
Carlos Garcia. Carlosga2004@,yahoo.es
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JA M A IC A
H is E xcellen cy  A m bassador D ouglas Saunders, Permanent Secretary, M inistry o f  Foreign A ffairs and 
Foreign Trade, 21 D om in ica  D rive, K ingston. Tel: 876-926-4220; Fax: 876-929-5112; E_M ail:
psm faia@ cw jam aica .com
M E X IC O
Dr. Salvador de Lara, Cargo: D irector General de O rganism os E conóm icos y  M ultilaterales, Secretaría
de R elac ion es Exteriores, A ven id a  R icardo F lores M agón  N o . 1 - Cuarto P iso , A la  “A ” , T latelo lco  
0 6 9 9 5 , M éx ico , D .F ., E stados U n id os M exicanos. Tel: 525 -55 -5062-3001; Fax: 0 11 -525-55 -5063-3134;  
E-M ail: sdelara@ sre.gob.m x
Min. Bernardo Córdova T ello, Director General para Organismos E conóm icos Am ericanos. Tel: 55-9157-4367; 
Fax: 55 -5063-3134; Email: bcordova@ ser.gob.m  x
L ic. E lv ia  X och itl N a v a  Q uiroz, Subdirectora de O rganism os E con óm icos A m erican os, Secretaría de 
R elacion es Exteriores, A ven id a  R icardo F lores M agón  N o . 2 , P lanta Baja, A la  “B ”, T la telo lco  0 6995 , 
M éxico , D F. Tel: 525 -55 -9159-3276; Fax: 5 2 5 -5 5 -5 0 6 3 -3 1 3 4 ; Em ail: xn ava@ sre .gob .m x
N IC A R A G U A
Lic. M aría C ecilia  A rgüello , R esponsable de la  direccion de Centroam érica y  el Caribe, D irección:M inisterio  
de R elaciones Exteriores, Carretera Sur, M anagua. Tel: 505-244-8000; Fax: 505-244-8064; E-M ail: 
carguello@ cancilleria .gob .n i
Lic. Scarlett H ooker, Consultora en tem as de Integración en la D irección  de Centroamérica y  el Caribe, 
M inisterio de R elaciones Exteriores, Carretera Sur, M anagua. E-M AIL: shooker@ cancilleria.gob.ni
P A N A M A L ic. D elia  V illam onte, D irector G eneral de O rganism os y  Conferencias Internacionales, M inisterio  
de R elac ion es Exteriores, Palacio  B olívar, C asco V iejo , C iudad de Panam á, R epública  de Panam á Tel: 5 0 7 ­
511-4253; Fa: 507-511-4040; E -m ail : dvimonte@mire.sob.ya
ST. KITTS A N D  N E V IS
H is E xcellen cy  Dr. W endell Laurence, A m bassador to the A C S, Govt. Headquarters, Church Street, PO B o x  
186, Basseterre. Tel: 869-465-2521  Ext. 1155; Fax: 869-465-5202; E_M ail: W endell@ sisterisles.kn  /  
foreigna@ caribsurf.com
ST. L U C IA
Mr. C osm os Richardson, Permanent Secretary, M inistry o f  External A ffairs, International Trade & C ivil 
A viation, L evel 7, C onw ay B usiness Centre, Castries. Tel: 758-452-1178  /  2611 Ext. 4521; Fax: 7 5 8 -452­
7427; E_M ail: fore ign @ can d w .lc
ST. V IN C E N T  A N D  TH E G R E N A D IN E S
M s. Patricia Martin, Permanent Secretary,a.i., M inistry o f  F oreign  A ffairs, C om m erce and Trade, 
A dm inistrative Centre, 3rd F loor, B ay  Street, K ingstow n. Tel: 784-456-2060; Fax: 784-456-2610; E-mail: 
office .foreign affa irs@ m ail.gov .vc
S U R IN A M E
H is E x cellen cy  Mr. N e v ille  J. V eira, A m bassador, R epresentative o f  the R epublic o f  Surinam e to the A C S. 
E-m ail: surinam eem bassv@ ,tstt.net.tt
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Yolanda Babb-Echteld. visserydienst@,sr.net/yolbabb@,yahoo.com 
TRINIDAD AND TOBAGO
Ms. Marcia Rampersad, ACS Desk Officer, Ministry of Foreign Affairs, ”Knowsley” - Queen’s Park West, Port 
of Spain. Tel: 868-623-4116; Fax: 868-627-0571 ; Email: Caricommfa@gov.tt
BOLIVARIAN REPUBLIC OF VENEZUELA
Sr. Carlos Pérez Silva, Director de Cooperación con el Caribe y Centroamérica, Dirección de Cooperación 
con el Caribe y Centroamérica, Ministerio de Relaciones Exteriores, Edificio Torre MRE, Piso 10, Esquina de 
Carmelitas, Caracas, DF. Tel: 58-212- 806-4429 / 4431; Fax: 58-212- 806-4430; Email:
cooperacion.cca@mre.gob.ve
THE FRENCH REPUBLIC (MARTINIQUE, GUYANE & GUADELOUPE)
M. Jean-Louis Boucard, Directeur des Affaires Européennes et de la coopéraion. Fax : 590-590-804168 ; E­
Mail: Jean-Louis.BOUCARD@cr-guadeloupe.fr
Mme. Agathe Vincenot-Soler, Chef du Service Coopération. Fax :590-590-804168 ; E-Mail : 
Agathe.VINCENOT@cr-guadeloupe.fr
Mme. Marlène Melisse-Miroite, Présidente de la Commission des affaires juridiques, Communautaires et des 
relations extérieures. Fax : 011-590-590-804168.
E-Mail : Laurence Marianne : laurence.marianne@,cr-guadeloupe.fr
Monsieur Antoine Karam, Le Président du Conseil Régional de la Région Guyane, 66 Avenue du Général de 
Gaulle, B.P. 7025-97307, Cayenne, Cedex, Guyane Française. Tel: 594-594-292020 ; Télopie: 594-594­
319522 ; E-Mail : olivia.victor@cr-guyane.fr
Mlle. Maguy Marie-Jeanne, Chef de service de la Direction des Relations Internationales et de la coopération, 
Direction des Relations Internationales et de la Coopération, Martinique. Tel: 596-596-596390 / 596300; Fax: 
596414 / 726810; E-mail: service.cooperation@cr-martinique.fr
NETHERLANDS ANTILLES
Mr. Gedion Isena, Executive Policymaker, Directorate of Foreign Affairs, Bureau of the Netherlands Antilles, 
Fort Amsterdam, Willemstad, Curaçao. Tel: 599-9-4613933 /461-2776; Fax: 599-9-4617123; Email: 
Gedion.Isena@gov.an
ARUBA
Ms. Eleisah Williams , Adviser, Department of Foreign Affairs, J.E. Irausquinplein 2A, Oranjestad. Tel: 297­
58-34705 / 34608, Fax: 297-58-34660 / 38108; E-Mail: info@arubaforeignaffairs.com
FOUNDING OBSERVERS OF THE ACS 
Caribbean Community (CARICOM)
Ms. Charmaine Atkinson-Jordan. Tel: 592-225-8694; Fax: 592-225-9079 / 011-592-226-4493; E-mail: 
caj@caricom.org / carisec@caricom.org
Sistema de la Integración Centroamericana (SICA)
Su Excelencia Aníbal Enrique Quiñónez Abarca, Secretario General , Boulevard Orden de Malta No. 470,
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Urbanización Santa Elena, Antiguo Cuscatlán, Apartado Postal 01-113, Centro Comercial Gigante, San 
Salvador, El Salvador. Tel: 011-503-2248-8800; Fax: 011-503-2248-8892; E-Mail: aquinonez@sgsica.org
Secretaría Permanente del Tratado General de Integración Económica Centroamericana ( SIECA)Lic. Alfonso 
Pimentel, Director Ejecutivo, Secretaría Permanente del Tratado General de Integración Económica 
Centroamericana (SIECA), 4a Avenida 10-25, Zona 14, Ciudad de Guatemala, Guatemala. Tel: 502-2368­
2151; Fax: 502-2233-4617; E_Mail: apimentel@sieca.org.gt
Copy: yestrada@sieca.org.gt
Sistema Económico Látinoam ericano(SELA)
Antonio Romero, Avenida Francisco de Miranda -  Torre Europa - Piso 4, Urb. Campo Alegre, Caracas 1060, 
Venezuela. Tel: 58-212-955-7111 / 7101 / 7121; Fax: 58- 212-951-5292 / 6901; E-mail: aromero@sela.org
Caribbean Tourism Organization (CTO)
Mr. Vincent Vanderpool-Wallace, Secretary General, One Financial Place, Collymore Rock, St. Michael, 
Barbados. Tel: 246-427-5242; Fax: 246-429-3065; Email: ctobar@caribsurf.com
CRIES
Ms. Celeste Ronzano, Assistant to the Executive President of CRIES, c/o CEGRE, Universidad de Belgrano, Buenos 
Aires, Argentina. Assistant :
Email ; info@cries.org: or cronzano@cries.org
Asociación Médica del Caribe (AMECA)
Profesor Dr. Eugenio Selman-H. Abdo, Presidente, Apartado Postal 6996, Vedado, Ciudad de La Habana, Cuba.
.Tel: 011-537-552560 or 443621 Ext 413; Fax: 011-537-339086/ 333375 / 662075; Email:
amecacma@infomed.sld.cu/ bcimeq@infomed.sld.cu
Dr. David Bratt, 5 La Croix Avenue, Diego Martin, Trinidad Tobago. Tel : 868-622-9146; Fax: 868-622-9140 ;
Email : dbratt@trinidad.net
Caribbean Shipping Association (CSA)
Mr. Fernando Rivera, President, 4 Fourth Avenue, Newport West, PO Box 1050, Kingston 15, Jamaica. Tel: 
876-923-3491/2; Fax: 876-923-3421; Email: csa@cwjamaica.com
Caribbean Association of Industry and Commerce (CAIC)
Ms. Carol Ayoung, Chief Executive Officer, 27 Saddle Road, Maraval, Trinidad and Tobago. Tel: 868- 622­
1148/868- 622-6761; Fax: 868-628-7810; Email: carolayoung@tstt.net.tt
IWCAM
Vincent Sweeney. E-Mail : Vincent.sweeney@unep.org 
INVEMAR
Francisco Arias, General Director, Colombia, Tel: (57) (5) 4312975; Fax: (57) (5) 4211377 ; E-Mail : 
fariasis@invemar.org.co
IOC(UNESCO)
Cesar Toro. E-Mail : Xesar.toro@gmail.com
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Island Resources Foundation (IRF)
Bruce Potter, President, Washington, D.C., USA. Tel: 202- 269-9712; Fax: 202-232-0748; E-Mail: 
bpotter@irf.org
UNEP -  CAR/RCU -  Jamaica
Franklin McDonald. E-Mail : Fra.nklinmcdonald@unep.org 
NOAA
Jim Berkson. E-Mail : Jim.berkson@noaa.gov
Jesus Beltran, Head of Pollution Dept. Centre of Eng and Env Mgt. Of Bays and Coasts, Cuba. Tel: 537­
862-4387 ; Fax : Fax: 33-9861 ; E-Mail : beltran@iitransp.transnet.cu
Yvan Breton, Professor, Laval University, Canada. Tel: 418- 656-2131 ext 3776; Fax: 418- 656-2831; E­
Mail: Yvan.Breton@ant.ulaval.ca
Ralph Carnegie, Prof. UWI Cave Hill, Barbados. E-Mail: Camegie@,uwichill.edu.bb
Anthony Chatwin, The Nature Conservancy, USA. Tel: 340-773-5575; E-Mail: achatwin@tnc.org
Jorge Corredor, Professor, University of Puerto Rico, Puerto Rico. Tel: (787) 899-3838/ 899-2048 ext 207; 
E-Mail: quimocea@caribe.net
Najila Elias-Samlalsingh, UWI, St. Augustine, Trinidad and Tobago. Tel: 868 682-8501; E-Mail:
Naiila5@hotmail.com
James Goodridge, IMA, Trinidad and Tobago. Tel: 868-634-4291; E-Mail: jgoodridge@ima.gov.tt
Jeremy Mendoza, Associate Prof. Instituto Oceanografico de Venezuela, Venezuela. Tel/Fax: 58- 293 
4302137; E-Mail: imendoza@cumana.sucre.udo.edu.ve
Evelia Rivera-Arriaga, Professor, Centro EPOMEX-UAC, Mexico. Tel: 52-981-8119800 ext 62304; Fax: 
(52) 981 8119800 ext 62399; E-Mail: evelia@wildmail.com
Sonja Teelucksingh, Lecturer, UWI, St. Augustine, Trinidad and Tobago. Tel: (868) 662-2002 ext 2398; E­
Mail: ssteelucksingh@,fss.uwi.tt
Guillermo Villalobos Zapata, Centro EPOMEX-UAC, Mexico. Tel: 52-981-81 318 26; E-Mail:
givillal@mail.uacam.mx / yumavilla@prodigy.net.mx
Leslie John Walling, UWICED, Mona, Jamaica. Tel: (876) 977 1659 / 5530; E-Mail:
liw.crsystems@caribsurf.com
Kaveh Zahedi, Regional Coordinator, DEWA, UNEP ROLAC, Mexico. Tel: (52 55) 5202 4841/ 5202­
6394 ; Fax : (52 55) 5202-0950 ; E-Mail : kaveh.zahedi@pnuma.org/ kzahedi@rolac.unep.mx
Bellairs Research Institute of McGill University 
Richard Haynes. E-Mail: manager@caribsurf.com
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Bruce Downey. E-Mail: Bruce.downey@mcgill.ca
Barbados Chamber of Commerce and Industry 
Mr. Ruall Harris. E-mail: bdscham@caribsurf.com
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